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REMARKS upon a late DISCOURSE 
of Free-Thinking: Iv a Letter to 
F. H. D. D. *By PHILELEU- 
THERUS LIPSIENSIS. Lon- 
don: Printed for John Morphew. 
MDCCXIMH. in 8vo, page. 85. 


HE Name of Phileleutherus, pre- 

fixed to a Book, muft needs raife 

the Curiofity of the Publick. All 
the Produ€tions of that Learned Man are 
full of new Difcoveries, and valuable Ob- 
fervations. How can a Journalift fufficient- 
ly commend an Author, whofe Works af- 
ford him fo many Excellent Remarks ; an 
Author, whofe Books, be they never fo {mall, 
furnifh him with fuch rich and plentiful 
Matter? The beft way of exprefling my 
Efleem for the Remarks of that Celebrated 
Writer, which make the Subje& of this 
Article, is to enlarge upon fome of them. 


{. I begin with his Obfervations upon the 
Various Readings of the New Teftament. 
The Author of the Difcourfe of Free-Thinking, 
and Dr. Whitby, tellus, that Dr. M/l] laboured 
for the Space of Thirty Yeags to prove the 
Text of the Scripture set by meking a 
valt ColleStion of Various Readings upon the 
New Teftament, amounting, by a late Au- 

s Computation, to above Thirty Thou- 


fand. Thisis a Matter of fome Confequence; 
and therefore Phileleutherus has thought fit 
to make fome Reflexions upon it. 

‘* Tam forced ( fays he } co confefs with 
“ Grief, That feveral well-meaning Priefts, 
“ of greater Zeal than Knowledge, have oft. 
“ en by their own falfe Alarms and Panic 
“ both frighted others of their own fide, 
“‘ and given Advantage to their Enemies. 
What an Uproar once was there, as if All 
were ruin’d and undone, when Cappellus 
wrote one Book againft the Antiquity of 
the Hebrew Points , and another for Various 
“ LeGions in the Hebrew Text it feM? And 
yet Time and Experience has cured them 
of thofe imaginary Fears: And the great 
Author in his Grave has now that Honour 
univerfally, which the few only of his 
own Age paid him, when alive, 
* The Cafe is and will be the fame with 
your Learned Countryman Dr. Mi//; 
“ whofe Friendthip ( while I ftaid at Oxford) 
and Memory will ever be dear to me. 
For what is it, that your Whithyus fo in« 
veighs and exclaims at? The DoStor’s 
Labours, fays he, make the whole Texc 
precarious; and expofe both the Reforma. 
tion to the Papifts, and Religion it felf co 
“ the Arheifis. God forbid! we wil) ftill 
hope better things. For furely thote #- 
rious Readings exitted before in the feveral 
Exemplars: Dr. Mill did not make and 
cointhem, he only exhibited them to our 
View. If Religion therefore was true 
before, though fuch Various Readings were 
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the Nature of Things, and w 


in being; it will be as true and confe- 
quently as fafe: ftill, chough every body 
{f<es them. Dependonit; ne Truth, no 
Matter of Faé fairly laid open, can ever 
fubvert true Religion 

‘* The 30000 Various LeStions are allowed 
then and confeffed ; and if more Copies 
yet are collated, the Sum will ftill mount 
higher. And what is the Inference from 
this ? Why, one Gregory, here quoted, in- 
fers, % That no profane Author whatever has 


faffered fo much by the Hand of Time , as the 


New T:ftament has done. Now if this fhall 
be found utterly falfe ; and if the Scriptu- 
val Text. has no more Variations, than 
what muft neceflarily have happened from 
at are com- 
mon and in equal Proportion in all Claf- 
fics whatever; I hope this Pane will be 
removed, and the Text be thought as firm 
as before. 
‘‘ If there had been but one Manufcript 
of the Greek Teftament, at the Reftoration 
of Learning about Two Centuries ago; 
then we had had no Various Readings at al). 
And would. the Text be in a better Con- 
dition then, than now we have 30000 ? 
So. far from that, that in the beft fingle 
Copy. extant we fhould have had Hundreds 
of Faults, and fome Omiffions irreparable. 
Befides that the Sufpicions of Fraud and 
foul Play. would have been increafed im- 
menfly, , 
‘“* Ie is good therefore, you will allow, to 
have more Anchors than one ; and another 
MS. to join with the firft would give more 
Authority, as well as Security. Now 
chufe thar Second. where you wil] , there 
fheHl be a Thoufand Variations from the 


‘ Firft ; and yet Half or more of the Faults 


fall {till remain in chem both. 

“ A Third therefore, and fo a Fourth, and 
ftill an, are defirable; that by a joint and 
mutual Help allche Faults may be mended: 
Some Copy preferving the true Reading in 
one place, and fome in another. And yet 
the more Copies you call to Affiftance, the 
more do the Various Readings multiply 
upon you ;.every Copy having its pecu- 
liar Slips, though ina principal Paflage or 
two it do fingular Service. And this is 
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Fa&, not only in the New 
but in all Ancient Books 1 ean 
“ "Tis a good Providence and a great 
Bleffling, that fo a | Manufcripts of the 
New Teftament are ftill among us; fome 
procured from Egypt, others from Afia 
others found in the Weftern Churches, For 
the very Diffances of Places, as well as 
Numbers of the Books, demonftrate, thar 
there could-be no Collufion, no alterin 
nor interpolating one Copy by another 
nor all by any of them. Pes 
‘* In profane Authors ( as they are call’d) 
whereof one Manufcript only had the 
luck to be preferved, as Velleius Patercylys 
among the Latins, and Hefychius among the 
Greeks, the Baults- of the Scribes are found 
fo numerous , and the Defeéts beyond al] 
Redrefs,that notwithftanding the Pains of 
the Learnedeft and: Acuteft Critics for 
Two whole Centuries, thofe Books are 
ftill, and are like to continue a mere Heep 
of Errors. On the contrary, where the 
Copies cf any Author are numerous, 
though the Various Readings always. in- 
creafe in Proportion, there the Text, by 
an accurate Collation of them made by 
skilful and judicious Hands, is ever the 
more correct, and conmtes nearer to’ the 
trae Words of the Author. 
** Were the very Originals of Ancient 
Books ftill in being, thofe alone would 
fuperfede the Ufe of all other Copies; 
but fince that was impoffible from the Na- 
ture of Things, fince Time and Cafualties 
muft confume and devour all ; the fubfi- 
diary Help is from the various Tranfcripts 
conveyed down to us,. when compared 
and examined together. 
“* Terence is Mow in one of. the beft Con- 
ditions of any. of the Ctaffic Writers ; the 
oldeft and beft Copy of him is now in the 
Vatican Library., which comes neareft to 
the Poet’s own Hand: But even that has 
Hundreds of Errors, moft of which may 
be mended out of other Exemplars , that 
are otherwife more recent and of inferior 
Value. I. my. felf have collated feveral ; 
and do affirm that I have feen zo000 Va 
rious Le&ions in that little Author, not 
near fo biggws the whole New Teftament 5 
and. am morally fure, that if Half the 
Number of Manufcripts were collated for 
Terence with that Nicenefs and Minurencfs 
which has been ufed in Twice as many 1 
et 
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« the New Tefament, the Number of the Va- 
‘* »igtions would amount to above 50000, 

“ Tn the Manufcripts of the New Teffament 
“the Variations have been noted with a 
« Religious, not to fay Superftitious Exatt- 
“ nefs. Every Difference in Spelling, in 
“ the {malleft Particle or Article of 
« Speech, in the very Order or Collocation of 
«© Words without real Change, has been ftu- 
« dioufly regiftred. Nor has the Text on- 
“ly been ranfack’d, but all the Ancient 
«“ Verfions, the Latin Vulgate, Italic, Syriac, 
“ fethiopic, Arabic, Coptic, Armenian , Go- 
“ thic, and Saxoz; nor thefe only, but all 
« the difpers’d Citations of the Greek and 
‘© patin Fathers in a courfe of 500 Years. 
«© What wonder then, if with all this {cru- 
“ pulous Search in every Hole and Corner, 
«* the Varieties rife to 30000 ? When in all 
“ Ancient Books of the fame Bulk, whereof 
“the MSS. are numerous, the Variations 
‘¢ are as many or more; and yet no Verfions 
“ to {well the reckoning. 

‘“ The Editors of profane Authors do not 
“ yfe to trouble their Readers, or risk their 
“ own Reputation, by an ufelefs Lift of 
* every {mall Slip committed by a lazy or 
“ ignorant Scribe. What is thought com- 
“ mendable in an Edition of Scripture, and 
‘‘ has the Name of Fairnefs and Fideli- 
“ty, would in them be deem’d Imperti- 
“ nence and Trifling. Hence the Reader 
* not verfed in Ancient MSS. is deceived 
‘* intoan Opinion, that there were no more 
Variations in the Copies, chan what the 
Editor has communicated. Whereas, if 
the like Scrupuloufnefs was obferved in 
regiftring the {malleft Changes in profane 
Authors, as is allowed, nay required in 
“ Sacred, the now formidable Number of 
300c0 would appear a very Trifle. 


"Tis manifeft , that Books in Verfe are — 


not near fo obnoxious to Variations, as 
“ Profe: The Tranfcriber, if he is not 
wholly ignorant and ftupid, being guided 
‘ by the Meafures, and hindred from fuch 
Alterations, as do not fall in with the 
Laws of Numbers: And yet even in 
Poets, the Variations are fo very many, as 
can hardly be conceived without Ufe and 
Experience. In the late Edition of Tibul- 
“lus, by the Learned Mg. Broukbuife, you 

have a Regifter of Various Lefions in the 
Clofe of that Book; where you may fee 
at the firft View, that they are as many as 
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the Lines, The fame is vilible in Playty, 
“* fet out by Pareus, I my felf, during my 
“ Travels, have had the Opportunity to ex. 
“ amine feveral MSS. of the Poet Maniliys ; 
** and can affure you, that the Variations I 
‘* have met with are twice as many as all 
“ the Lines of the Book. Our Dilcourfer 
‘“‘ here has quoted Nine Verfes out of ir, 
“* bp. 151. in which, though one of the eafi- 
“ eft Places, I can thew him XIV Various 
‘* Legions. Add likewife, that the MSS. 
“ here ufed were few in comparifon; and 
“then do you imagin, what the Lesttions 
‘* would amount to, if Ten times as many 
( the Cafe of Dr. Mid ) were accurately 
“ examined, And yet in thefe and all other 
“ Books, the Text is not made more precae 
“ »ious on that Account, but more certain 
“ and authentick. So that if I may advife 
‘‘ you, when you hear more of this Scare- 
“ crow of 30006, be neither aftonifhed at 
“ the Sum, nor in any Pain for the Texe. 
“Tis plain to me, that your Learned 
Whitbyus , in his Invetive againft my 
‘* dear Friend, was fuddenly furprized wich 
© a Panic ; and under his deep Concern for 
“ the Text did not reflect at all what thac 
“ Word really means. The prefent Texe 
“ was firft fettled almoft 200 Years ago out 
‘€ of feveral MSS. by Robert Stephens, a Prine 
“ ter and Bookfeller at Paris; whofe beau- 
“ tiful and ( generally {peaking ) accurate 
“ Edition has been ever fince counted the 
* Standard, and followed by all the reft. 
** Now this fpecifick Text in your Do&or’s 
“* Notion feems taken for the Sacred Origis 
** nal in every Word and Syllable; and if 
the Conceit is but fpread and propagated, 
** within a few Years that Printer’s Infallibi- 
“ lity will be as zealoufly maintained as an 
“ Evangelift’s or Apofile’s. 

‘* Dr. Mill, were he alive, would confefsS 
“‘ co your Doftor, that this Texr, fixed by a 
“ Printer, is fometimes by the Various 
Readings rendered uncertain, nay , is pro- 
ved certainly wrong. But then he would 
“ fubjoin, that the real Text of the Sacred 
Writers does not now (fince the Originals 
have been fo long loft) lie in any fingle 
* MS. or Edition , but is difperfed in them 
“all. “Tis competently fos indeed, even 
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in the worft MS. now extant; nor is one 
“ Article Of. Faith or Moral-’recept either 
* perverted or loft in them ; chufe as awk. © 
“ wardly as you can, chufe the worft by 
E 2 ** Defign, 








26 


&; 





R U 

Defign, out of the whole Lump of Rea- 
dings. But the leffer Matrers of Diction, 
and among everal fynonymous Expreffi- 
ons the very Words of the Writer, muft 
be found out by the fame Induftry and 
Sagacity that is ufed in other Books; muft 
not be risk’d upon the Credit of any par- 


ticular MS. or Edition, but be foughr, ec- 
} 1 . ‘ 1 hallenved where. ever 
knowledged, and challenged, where-eves 


they are met with. 
‘* Stephens followed what he found in the 
King of France’s Copies, 44s XX VIL. 14, 
‘Aveuos Tupwyixos, 9 YA + EY PO 
KAYTAQN: And he is followed by 
your Tranflators, Ticre arcfe again it a 
tempeftuous Wind, caled EUROGLYDON, 
This Reading perhaps your Learned Do. 
Stor would not have now be made precart- 
vious: But if that Printer hed had the 
Ufe of your Alexandrian, MS. which ex- 
hibits here EYPAKTAQN, it is 
re , , 
very likely he would have given it the 
Preference in his Text; and then the 
Doftor upon his own Principle muft have 
tickled for this. 
‘* The Wind Euroclydon was never heard 
of but here: It is compounded of efrss 
and xaudwy, the Wind and the Waves ; and 
ic feems plain a priori, fcom the Difparicy 
of thofe two Ideas, that they could not 
be join’d in one Compound.; nor is there 
any other Example of the like Compofi- 
rion. 
‘* But Eucexwwawy, or as the Vulgar Latin 
here lias it, Euredquilo ( approved by Gros 
tivs and others) is fo appolire co the Con- 
text, and to all the Circumftances of the 
Piace, thatic may fairly challenge Admit- 
tance, as the Word of Sc, Luke. ’Tis 
true, according to Vitruvius, Seneca, and 
Pliny, who make Earus to blow from the 
Winter Solitice , and Aquilo between the 
Summer Solitice and the North 
there can be no fuch Wind 
Euroaquilo; becaufe the Solanas or Apbheli- 
ores from the Cardinal Point of Ea% come 
between them. B i 
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ut Eurus is here to be 

taken, as Gedius (Hf. 22.) and the Latin 
Poets ule it, for the middle Aequino ‘tial 
afl, the fame as Solanus: and then inthe 
Table of XII] Winds according to che 
Ancients, between the twa Cardinal 
Winds S ptentri 9 and Kurus, there are two 
at ftated Diftances, Aguile and Kazi. 
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‘foon appear a juft Reafon, why Sr. 7, 
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Quem ab oriente folftitiali excitatum Grae: 
Keniey vocant, apud nos fine nomine ef, fay 
aes ine nomine eft, Lays 
ofneta 9 Nat, Ruel. V. 16, Rana; there. 
fore blowing between <4quilo and Eury, 
? 
{peci. 
fick Word) might exprefss the fame Wing 
by the Compound Name Eurosquilo, in the 
fame Analogy as the Greeks call Evesvo re 
the middle Wind between Lurus and Not,,- 
and as we fay now, South Esft, and Norti 
Esft, Since therefore we have now found 
that Euroaguilo was the Roman Mariner's 
Word for the Greek Kerxies, there wil] 


calls it avemos Twoarsxes, @ tempchuous 
Wind, vorticofus, a whirling Wind; for 
that is the peculiar Character of Kary}; 
in thofe Climates, as appears from fevera} 


Authors, and from that known proverbial 
Verfe, 


¢/ b 9 ,. = e e re , , 
EAxwy €> apTov @$ 6 Kayan veoir, 


So that with Submiffion , I think our Lue 
ther’s and the Danish Verfion have done 
more right, than your Englifh, to the Sa. 
cred Text, by tranflating ic NORDOST, 
North Eaj?; though according to the pre- 
fent Compafs divided into XXXII, Euro- 
aguilo an{wers neareft to OSE NORD 
OST, Esf North Eaft; which is the very 
Wind that would directly drive the Ship 
from Creteto the African Syrtis, according 
to the Pilot’s Fears, in the 17th Verfe. 

‘ The Alexandrian Copy then, though it 
has vaftly increafed the Number of Read- 
ings, as you fee in your Polyg/ot and Dr. 
Mill’s Edition , has been of excellent Ule 
here, and fo in many other places; re- 
trieving to us the true Original, 
And what 
Damage, if all the other Copies of near 
the fame Antiquity, which Mr. Mon:faul- 
con has difcovered, and Dr, Mid never faw, 
were fometimes collated as exaétly, and 
all che Varieties publifhed , let the Thou- 
{ands grow never fo many ? 

‘“ When the Doctor is io alarm’d at the 
vaft Sum of 30900, he feems to take 
it for granted, that witain ctaat Num- 
ber the very Original is every where 
found; and th€ only Complaint is, that 
True are fo blended with falfe, chat chey 
can hardly be difcovered. If that were 
the only Difficulty, fome abler Heads than 
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ours would foon find a Remedy. In the 
« mean time I can affure him, that if that 
« be the Cafe, the New Teftament has fuffered 
 Jefs Injury by the Hand of Time than any pro- 
“ fane Author , there being not one Ancient 
“ Book befides it in the World, that with 
«all the Help of Various Le&ions (be they 
« go000, if you will ) does not ftand in 
“ further Want of Emendation by true Cri- 
“ tick; nor is there one good Edition of 
“ any, that has not inferted into the Text 
« (though every Reader knows it not ) 
«“ what no Manufcript vouches. 
* « Tis plain indeed, that if Emendations 
“ aretrue, they muft have once been in 
« feme Manufcripts, at leaft in the Author's 
“« Original; but it does not follow, that be- 
“ caufe no Manufcript now exhibits them, 
«“ none more Ancient ever did. Slips and 
« Errors (while the Art of Printing was un- 
“ known) grew prefently and apace , even 
“ while the Author wasalive. Martial tells 
“ us himfelf, how ene of his Admirers was 
“ fo curious, that he fent a Copy of his Po- 
“ ems which he had bought, to be * emended 
“by his own Hand. And we certainly 
“ know from ¢ Gelliws, that even fo early 
‘““ a5 Hadrian's Time and before, the common 
‘* Copies of Virgil had feveral Miftakes. 

‘“ Not frighted therefore with the prefent 
“ so000, I for my part, and (as I believe) 
“ many others would not lament, if out of 
‘the old Manufcripts yet untouch’d, 1ocoo 
* more were faithfully colleQed; fome of 
which without queftion would render the 
“ Text more beautiful, juft, and exact, 
though of no Confequence to the main of 
Religion, nay, perhaps wholly fynony- 
mous in the View of common Readers, 
and quite infenfible in any modern Ver- 
fon. 
“ Tf all thofe remaining Manufcripts were 
diligently perufed, perhaps one might 
find in fome or one of them a new Vari- 
ous LeSiion, in 1 Tim. VI.3. El ms e78- 

eodi Surngrd y %) pi TIPOSEPXETAT ujt- 
‘ alverd AOpoES TUS TS Muelle Noy Ings Xess. 

For though the Senfe of Meo sp 74°) is fo 
“ fixed by the adjacent Words, that no Ver- 
fion has miftaken it, confents not to, acquis 
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* Martial VIT. ro. 
, Geslius l. 2t. 1X. 14, 
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efces not in, the wholfome Words of our Sav;. 
eur; yet the Propriety does not appear in 
the Original, no Example of that Phrafe 
having yet been given. If fome Manu. 
fcript then fhould have it, Uesot7¢9 or 
Nescg¢) , cleave and adbere to the wholfome 
Werds, who has Reafon to be angry at chat 
Variation ? But I fhould fooner expe& ta 
find IIPOZEXEI; becaule aeoae nes Ad zor¢, 
to give heed, attend, obferve, liffen, obcy, is 
a known Phrafe as well in Sacred as Pro. 
fane Authors. So 2 Peter I. 19. @ Aby@ 
YBAGS EIT: 2OV TES. Proverb. I. "EF<. 
Teva AOYeS, Hy oesoeRETE. Ferem. VY. 
19. Tots Adz0I5 us & @egoeqev. So in other 
places of the LXX. Tlegoexe pices, piece 
gt, vou, cyToAcss. Soto the fame Effect, 
A&s VIII. 6. wesrezenw mis aAzrpoudias, 
XVI. 14, mls Awdsulas. Heb. 1. ah 
ansSest, Tit. 1.14. vvSes. And laftly, 
it’s joined with the fame Word ézepdi- 
Surynrev, 1 Tim. 14. Mi étecot te “XL 
Aciv, unde TIPOZEXEIN pv Surg x} peve2Aoe 
yieus. If a Search therefore was made in 
the Manufcripts abroad, and this Le&tion 
fhould chance to be found there; what 
Detriment would it bring either co the 
Authority or Beauty of the Text ? 

“ In the Epiftle of ude, v. 18. the genes 
ral Senfe is clear and palpable ; Mockers in 
the laft time, xt) ris ¢avT@y StrSupiag an 
pevoudvos FY aowCeiwy, who walk after their 
own ungocly Lufts. But if one of thofe 
Manufcripts, inftead of drCedy, fhould 
exhibit ASEATEIQN, lafcivions, wanton, 
filthy Luffs; as thofe Two Words are 
joined, 1 Pet. 1V. 3. mennceumsres ev agtr~ 
Yeas, Shaupicas, who walked im Lafcivie 
oufue{s and Lufts: And 2 Per. IT. 18. év 
CHIuUias oupKes, eoeAveciass, The Lufts of 
the Flefb, and Wantonne{;; though the Senfe 
ot both may perhaps be equivalenr, yet 
it’s not nothing,to add a Jultnefs and Pro-} 
priety of Expreffion. | 

‘* Once more ; in a Paflage of St. Fares, 
V. 6. where, after he had denounced 
Wrath and Judgment againft the Rich and 
Proud, he thus concludes, Kea7e-)yga2~78, 
epovMoure F At yciov’ sx adynraavreryyly, 
Ye have condemned and killed the j«ft ; he doth 
not rept you: It inttead of OTK fome Ma. 
nufcript. by the Change of one Letter 
fhould reprefent OK , which in the An-~ 
cient Books is always fo albbreviared for 
O Klec®, the Lerd ; fome Perfons would 
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“© not be forry, if what has hitherto appeared 
to all Interpreters, abrupt, incoherent, 
“ and forced, fhould with fo flight a Change 
‘* be made pertinent sor pe — 
 refifts, oppofes, fets himfclf againfi you. Wor 
ee Ce before, IV.6. and 
““ Se. Peter, 1 Epift. V. 5. out of Prov. IIL. 
“ 34.0 CEOS Weongzvass dynraot),GOD 
“ oppafeth the proud. And then the Connex- 
‘ jon is apt and juft in the following Verfe ; 
“ MoxpoSuuncute OTN, Be _ patient, 
“ THEREFORE, Brethren, unto the coming 


‘“* gs KT of the LORD; exaétly as St. Peter's 
“ is in the place already cited: For GOD 
refifteth the proud: Hamble your felves 
ys a under the mighty Hand of 
; D. 


Phileleutherus makes feveral other Obfer- 
vations. It isan undeniable Fa& , fays he, 
ehat the Sacred Books have fuffered no more 
Alteration than common and Claffick Authors. 
Ic has been the common Senfe of Men 
of Letters, that Numbers of Manu- 
fcripts do not make a Text precarious, but 
are ufeful, andeven neceflary to its Eftablifh- 
ment and Certainty. And as Scaliger, Ca- 
faubon, Heinfius, &c. when they defigned to 
publifh a corre& Edition of an Author, firft 
laboured to procure all the Manufcripts 
they could hear of , as the only Means that 
promifed laudable Succefs: So Stephens, Fu- 
nius, Curcelleus, Bifhop Walton, Bifhop Fed, 
and Dr. Mill, proceeded in the fame Method. 

The Refult of the whole is, that either 2 
pofterior’, all Ancient Books, both Sacred and 
others, ought co be laid afide as uncertain and 
precarious, or elfe to fay a priori, that all the 
Tranfcripts of Sacred Books fhould have 
been privileged againft the common Fate, 
and exempted from Errors and Slips what. 
ever. If all the Ancient Authors are given 
up, there is a compendious Anfwer to the 
Difcourfe of Free Thinking. What will be- 
come of the Paffages quoted in thae Dif- 
courfe ont of Cicero, Plutarch , and the long 
Lift of Ancient Free-Thinkers, if the Text 
of each is precarious? Thofe Paflages, as 
they came from the Author’s Hands, might 
be for Superftition, which are now cited 
againft it. 

But (continues Phileleutheras ) all thofe 
Paffages, and all the Works of the Ancients, 
are fufficiently pure and genuine , to make 
us fure of the Writer’s Defign. If a cor- 
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rupt Line , or dubious Readin 
intervene, it does not darken the whole Con 

text, nor make an Author's Opinion o, his 


Purpofe precarious. fe Terence, for Inflance 
‘* has as many Variations, as any Book what’ 
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B, chances to 


‘* ever in Proportion to its Bulk; and yet 
with all its Interpolations, Omiflions, Ag 
ditions, or Gloffes .( chufe the work of 
them on Purpofe ) you cannot deface the 
Contrivance and Plot of one Play; no 
not of one fingle Scene ; but its Senfe 
Defign, and Subferviency to the Jaft Ifue 
and Conclufion , thall be vifible and plain 
“ thorough all che Mift of Various Leé&jon, 
“* And fo it is with the Sacred Text: Make 
your 30000 as many more, if Numbers of 
Copies can ever reach thac Sum: All the 
better to a knowing and ferious Reader 
whois thereby more richly furnifhed to 
“ fele€&t what he fees genuine. But even | 
put them into the Hands of a Knave and 
“ a Fool: And yet with the moft finiftrous 
and abfurd Choice, he thall not extinguith 
“the Light of any one Chapter; nor fo 
a difguite Chriftianicy, but that every Fea. 
“ ture of it will ftill be the fame. 

“ And this has already prevented the laft 
“ Shife and Objection, that Sacred Books at 
* leaft, fhould have been exempted 
“ from the Injuries of Time, and fecured 
‘* from the leaft Change. For what Need of 
“‘ that perpetual Miracle ; if with all the 
‘“¢ prefent Changes, the whole Scripture is 
“ perfe& and fufficient.to all the great Ends 
“ and Purpofes of its firft Writing ? What 
‘* a Scheme would thefe Men make ? What 
*‘ worthy Rules would they prefcribe to 
Providence ? That in Millions of Copies 
tran{cribed in fo many Ages and Nations, 
all che Notaries and Writers, who made 
“* ic their Trade and Livelihood , fhould be 
‘‘ infallible and impeccable ? That their 
“* Pens fhould fpontaneoufly write true , or 
‘‘ be fupernaturally guided, though the 
“ Scribes were nodding or dreaming? 
“ Would not this exceed all the Miracles of 
“ both Old and New Teftament? And, 
“ pray to what great Ufe or Defign ? Oc”. 
The Author adds, that this would have no 
Effeé&t; for, ys he, chofe who now believe 
not Chrift and his Apoftles , neither would they 





té 
“ 
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believe, if their own Schemes were complied 
with. 
Thus Phileleutherus has fully demonftrated, 


that the great Number of Various Readings, 
tar 
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fir from being prejudicial to the Sacred 
Text, will enable us to reftore its Original 
Purity. Hehas given fome Inftances of it : 
And thofe few Emendations , whieh he pro- 
pofes with great Modelty, appear to me un- 
deniable, 


II. I proceed to the Author’s Remarks upon 
a Paflage in theChronicon of Vitor Tunnunenfis, 
which has been inferted in the late Difcourfe 
of Free-Thinking. That Chronicle has been 
printed twice above a Hundred Years ago, 
and a Third time above thefe Fifty Years: 
Befides, the Paffage in Queftion has been 
printed over and over in Ifidorus's Chronicle. 
From whence Phileleutberus infers, that it 
was not very little known before, as the Author 
of the Difcourfe affirms. 

We are told by chat Author, that Father 
Simon, who has laboured fo much to prove the 
Uncertainty of the Text of Scripture, did not 
light on this Paffage. I fhould rather think 
Father Simon looked upon it asa trifling Paf- 
fage ; which is the Reafon why he took no 
Notice of it. I confefs I have been furpri- 
fed to find fuchan infignificantPaflage quoted 
in the Difcourfe of Free-Thinking. That Pat- 
fage runs thus: 

MESSALLA V.C, Coff. Conftantinopoli, 
jubente Anaftafio Imperatore, Santta Evan- 
gelia, tamquam ab idiotis Evangeliftis com- 
pofita, reprehenduntur & emendantur, 

This. Paffage has been tranflated thus in the 
Difcourfe of Free-Thinking. 

In the Confulfhip of MESSALLA, at the 
Command of the Emperor ANASTASIUS, the 
Holy Gofpels , as written by Idiot Evangelifts , 
are corretied and amended 

Phileleutherus obferves, in the firft place, 
that Meade was Conful inthe Wf, A. D. 
DVI. and that this little Chronicle of a 
Dozen Pages ends 4.D. DLXVI. Sothat 
this Story might be nothing but a Hear-fay 
about a Bufinefs fuppofed to be done Three- 
fcore Years before. 

Secondly, Phileleutherus blamesthe Author 
of the Difcourfe 73 Free-Thinking for rendring, 
ab Idiotis Evangeliftis, by Idiot Evangelifts, 
Idiota, fays he, does not fignify an Idiot, Id 
worms, Idiota, iliteratus, indofus, rudis. See 
Du Frefne in his Gloffaries, who takes notice 
that Jdiota for Idiot, or Natural Fool, is pecus 
rub the Englifh Law; for which he cites 

aftal. 
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Thirdly, as for the Fa& it felf, viz. « ge 
neral Alteration of the 1V. Gofpels in the VIch 
Century, Phileleutherus makes the following 
Obfervations upon it. He finds Fault with 
the Author of the Difceurfe for fuppreffiog. 
thefe Words of Dr. Mill. ‘Tis # as certain, 
as certain can be, that mo [uch altered Gofpels 
were ever made publick. What Tumults, what 
Tvagedies would they bave raifed 2? They would 
have coft that hated Emperor his Crown and his 
Life. The Fa& would have been fpoken of and 
detefted by all the Hiftorians, and not be found 
only (as it is: For Ifdore profeffes to take it 
from Vitor) in one blind Paffage of a puny Chro- 
nicle, 

“* Add to thefe Reafons of my dear Friend, 
“* ( fays Phileleutherus,) that we have plain 
‘* Demonftration, no fuch Alter’d Gofpels ob- 
tained in the World, as this Writer would 
infinuate. For we have the Fathers of 
IV whole Centuries before that Time, 
“both in the Greek and Latin Church; 
** among all whom there is {carce a Verfe in 
“* the New Teftament uncited: The Agree 
*¢ ment of which with the MSS. yet extance 
“* does fully evince, that the Copies conti- 
“ nued the fame after Anaftafias’s Time as 
“ before. Add the entire Commentaries of 
“ Auftin, Ferom, Corythem, Cyril, Theodoret, 
“ and more, all dead before the Vith Cen- 
“ tury commenced ; and yet their Text is 
*< the fame as now , and their Explications 
*< {9 confirm and fix it, that that could not 
“< be altered in their Books ( as is fuppofed 
*« in the naked Scripture ) without making 
* the Commentaries anew. Add again the 
“ Latin, Italick, and ferom’s Verfions, add 
“ others in the Eaf, all before the Date of 
“ this pretended general Alteration; and he 
“ muft be a mere Jdiot indeed, that can be- 
“ lieve that Story, when he fees all thofe 
‘s antecedent Books fo exa&ly agree with 
« the fubfequent. 

“ That this general Alteration is a mere 
‘ Dream and Chimera, may be known even 
“ a priori, by any Man of common Senfe, 
“ Por if the thing was really effe&téd, and: 
“¢ the very Bibles of “ior and Ifdore ( with 
« allthe reft) were fo altered and corrupted: 
“ beyond Retrieve; what could thofe Men. 


¢ 
“ce 
ee 
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mean, to tranfmit that Fa& to Pofterity ? 
Or what Copier would not have (ified 
thofe Paffages in them both ? Suppote, in 
our Free-Thinker’s Scheme, that all the 
World at that time were Knaves and Fools 
enough to comply with it; yet furely 
they would not have told us it; they 
would not have branded themfelves to all 
Ages; not fo abufed the Evangel:fi: , 
whom they looked on.as infpired ; not 
root up and deffroy that Religion, which 
this very pretended Fa& deligned to re. 


commend. 


Fourthly, Phileleutherus complains that the 


Author of the Difcourfe has left out a mate- 
vial Word, both in the Latin Paflage, and 


in his Tranflation of it. 
clear the whole Story. 


“ec 
<¢ 
cc 
<¢ 

<¢ 

ce 
<c 
c¢ 
€¢ 
<< 


ce 
“ce 


ce 
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rit 


©‘ Os, id eft QUI, monofyllabum Gre- 


That Word will 
“ CONSTANTI- 
NOPOLI, at CONSTANTINOPLE , 
fays Vitor , the Gofpels were amended. Did 
this involve the wholz Chriftian World ? 
Would Theodoric, then. reigning in the 
Weft, have fubmicted to this Order of 
Anaftafius , a weak and unpopular Prince, 
that was fcarce obeyed by his own Guards? 
But the Story it felf pretends to no more, 
than the City of the Emperor's Refi- 
dence 
“* You fee the Matter dwindles to nothing, 
even allowing the whole Fat in Vidors 
Meaning to betrue. ButI can never be- 
lieve {6 wicked and fenflefs a Thought of 
that Emperor, or any Chriftian whatever. 
He was hated indeed univerfally , for ad- 
hering to Hereticks, and for his ill Con- 
dué& in Civil Government; and fo any 
Story was entertained with Joy, that 
would make him ftiil more odious, and 
blacken his Chara&ter. ‘But I fancy I can 
give you a clear Account of the Occafion 
and Rife of this Scandal, out of Liberatus 
the Deacon, of the fame Age anc Coun- 
try with Vidor, in the XIXth Chapter of 
his Breviarium. 

“ Hoc tempore Macedonius Conftantino- 
politanus Epifcopus ab Imperatore Anafta- 





‘ fio dicitur expulfus, tamquam Evangelia 


falfaflet, & maxime illud Apoftoli di&tum, 
Qui apparuit in carne , juftificatus eft in Spi- 
Flunc enim immutafle, ubi habet 


cum; litera mutata O in © vertiffe, & 
fecifle OS, id eft ut effet, DEUS apparuit 
per catnem. Tanquam Neftorianus ergo 


«cc 
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culpatus expelli 
», Culp xpellituc -per Severum Mons 


chum. 


“ The Editions of Liberatus, inflead of 


© and OF, have Q and OS; bur ie; 
pears from Barenius, that the Manufcrine 
had no Greek Letters here at all, and thee 
they were fupply'd by the firft Editor, J 
have not ferupled therefore to corred the 
Place, as the Latin clearly requires; for 
DEUS anfwers to @EOS, and the Greek 
Monafyllable OR is in Oppofition to that 
Difylable. And fo Hincmaras in his Opuf- 
culum, Chap. XVIII. where he recites the 
fame Story ( without doubt out of Liberge 
tus) has it plainly, asI have put it, O jx 
© vertit & fecit OF. 

“* The Account is this: Macedonius, Ps. 
triarch of Conftantinople, was charged by 
the Emperor Anaftafius as a Falfary, that 
had altered and interpolated feveral Paffages 
of the New Teftament in the Copies ufed in 
that City; and particularly that in the 
1 Tim. IIL 16. be bad ordered @S to be 
written inftead of OS; and for that Crime 
of Falfification he was deprived and banifhed, 
“ Macedomius might really do this;. and 
where any Copies had it OS, he might 
order to correct it @= by a fmallStroke of 
the Pen. That the Copies did vary here 
of old is moft certain; and there is one 
in the Colbertin Library, that has ic O¥ 
at this Day. And ‘tis as certain, that Ma- 
cedonius was not the firft Introducer of 
that Reading; many Ancient Fathers ci. 
ting and explaining it ©Z , before he was 
born. . 

“ Now any Reader (I prefume) even our 
Author himfelf will grant me, that if 
Macedonius was banifhed for falfifying thofe 
Copies, Anahieba! would give Orders to 
have the crue Readings ( in his Opinion ) 
reftored , and that all the Copies in Coz- 
ftantinople fhould be fought for and amend. 
ed. 

“ And here, if I miftake nor, is the whole 
Ground and Rife of the Story in Vifor. 
For the true Fa&t being no more than this, 
That Anaftafius ordered the Copies to be 
amended, Tanquam ab Idiotis Librariis 
con{cripta, as written by ignorant Scribes; 
the Story grew in the Telling, when tt 
was got as far as Afric, on purpole to 
blacken him, That he ordered the Origi« 
nals to be amended, Tanquam ab id 
otis Evangeliftis compofiia, as made by ‘g- 
norant Evangelifts. "Ie 
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‘* Ie does not léffen the Probability of this, 
“ chat Vidor {peaks only of Evangelia, the 
‘* Gofpels: For that is the Word both in Li- 
“ peratusand Hinemarus, EVANGELIA fal- 
« folie, even where they fpecify the Epittle 
“to Timothy. So that Gofpels, in the com- 
“ mon Acceptation, of thofe Times, were 
“ meant of the whole New Teftament. 

‘© Buc EL think the Probability is much in- 
“ creafed, by this obvious Reflexion, that no 
‘“ one Author tells both theft Srories : | His 
“ gor who has tranfmitted down the great. 
“ er Reproach, fays not a Word of the lefs; 
“ and Lrberatus, who has publifhed the 
“ fairer Scory, is filent about the blaiphe- 
“ mous one. So that in cheir firft Original, 
“ they were but one and the fame. 


Ill. The Author of the Difcourfe of Free- 
Thinking admires Homer's Iliad , a3 the Epito- 
me of all Arts and Sciences.. For Inftance, fays 
he, Homer could mever have defcribed, in the 
manner be bas done, a Chariot or a Chariot 
Wheel , without the particular Knowledge of a 
Coach-maker ; [uch Knowledge being abfolately 
nec [lary to that Defeription, What, fays Phi- 
Icleutherus , nothing lefs than a Coach maker's 
Knowledge ? Would not a Coach-man’s have 
ferved the turn? At this rate our Friend 
Homer (as poor and blind as fome have 
thought him) was the ableft Jack of all 
Trades, that ever was in Nature. “ Hippias 
** the Elean, who preached and blazoned his 
“ Arts at the Olympic Games, that all his 
“ Habit from Head to Foot,and every Utens 
“ (1 for his Houfe, was made with his own 
** Hands, was ait Idiot Evangeliff to him> 
For by the fame Rule, when Homer de- 
fcribes a Ship under Sail, he had the par- 
ticular Knowledge both of a Ship-Carpenter 
“and a Pilot: When he defcribes. the wel. 
“ booted Greeks, and feyeral Sorts of Shiglds 
““and Sandals, he had the particular Kuow- 
“ ledge of Tychint, cxuToripav 0%" decsos , the 
“ wery Prince of all Shoe-makers. 


In the next place, Phileleutherus denies that 
Homer defi to immortalize bis Name by 
his iad, asit'is affirmed in the Difcourfe of 
Free- Thinking. Bomer,({ays the Authot of thac 
Difcourfe,)defigned his Poem forEternity,to pleafe 
and inftru& Mankind. “ Take my Word for it, 
{ continues. Phileleutherus, ) poor Hemer in 
, thofe Circumftances and early. Times had 
. hever fuch afpiring Thoughts, He wrote 


“ 4 Sequel of Songs and Rhapfodies, to be 
‘* fung by himfelf for {mall Earnings and 
‘** good Cheer, at Feftivals and other Days. 
“ of Meriiment; the dias Be made for ¢ 

‘* Men, and the Odyfcis fee the other Sex. 
** Thefe loofe Songs were not colle@ted to- 
gether in the Form of an Epick Poem, till 
Pifffratus’s Time about 500 Years afier. 
- Nor is there one Word in Homer, that pre- 
‘ Work ; as we find there is in the later 
“ Poets , Virgil, Horace, Ovid, Lucan, and 
‘* Statius. 


IV. We are told in the Difcourfe of Free- 
Thinking, that the Englifh Clergy render the 
Canon ef the Scripture uncertain. How fo? 
Why Dr. Grabe, Dr. Mill, with fome others, 
affirm, that no Canon wai made till about LX. 
Years after the Deathof Chrif. . But, fays Phi- 
leleutherus, what's the Notion of che Word 
Canon? An entire Colle&tion of the Sacred 


Writings, to be a Rule, Standard, and Syftem - 


to Chriftianity. ‘' Now according to thofe 
‘“* Do&ors, and the plain Matter of Faa, all: 
“ the Books of the New Teftament were 
** not writtemtill the Year of Chrift XCVII. 


‘* and that is above LX Years after the Death 
** of Chrift.” What. Senfe is there in this . 


‘“* Complaint then ? That the Books were 
** not colle&ted before they were made? “All 
the Books we now receive for Canonical, 
were writ occafionally between the’ Years 
“ LILand XCVII. And during that In- 
‘* terval of XLV Years, every Book; inthe 
Places whicher ic was fent, or where ic 
was known, was immediately as Sacred 


“in Two Years» after: the writing of Sc.’ 
“ Jobn’s Gofpel the ge ation was’ 
“ fixed. (And within X after that ‘an Bpi+ 
* Rolical Ganon was made ; quick enough, if 
“ it be confidered, that they were to*be ga- 


“‘ thered ( whither they had been direfted ) . 
“ from fo many and fo diftane Parts of the - 


“ World... pei tate 
Philcleutherus infers from thence, that the! 


Author of the Difconrfe does ot-know whac 
a Canon or Colle&tion means, “ Pid borrow — 


“his Argument for one Minute, and ery ic 
‘€ upon fome Claflick Authors, Ic is very 


“ plain, that Martial publifhed every fingle - 
. Book of Epigrams bY it felf, one generally . 
“* every « 


fages or promiles Immortality co his. - 


and Canonical, as ever it was after. Nor ~ 
“ did the Church loiterand delay in-making . 
“* a Canon or Colle&ion of chem ; for with- - 
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Two or Three. And fo Horace (as your 
Bentleins has lately fhown ) fet out his fe- 
veral Books. gecafionally, from the XXVI. 
“ tothe LL. Yeatrof his Life. Now inthe 
Reafoning of our acute Writer, I'll prove 
feveral Books of thofe Two Authors to 
be uncertain, and of dubious Authoriry. 
For what do you tell me of the Firft Book 
of the one’s Epigrams, and of the orher’s 
Satirs? How do I know that thofe are 
Genuine , when the Canon of Martial and 
Horace was not fixed and fettled, till above 
XX Yeaie after thofe are pretended to be 
written? Is not this Argument molt 
{trong, cogent, and irrefragable? So very 
valuable and precious, that, bear witnels, 
I now return it fafe and found to its 
“* poffeifor and Author. 


Thefe Words are to be found in 
the Difcourfe of Frec-Thinking : The * 
Lutheran Priefts, contrary to the Teftimony of 
Men's Senfes, make their Followers believe , that 
tke Body and Blood of Chrift are fuperadded to 
the Bread and Wine. 1 chink it will not be 
improper to put the Readers in Mind of a 
Paflage, which I have inferted in the Ift 
Volume of thefe Memoirs ( pag. 242. col. 2 ) 
I obferved there that Mr. Leibuitz , whois a 
Lutheran, informs us, that the Lutherans “ do 
** not approve the Do&trine of Conf/ubfanti- 
ation or Impanation, and that it cannot be 
afcribed to them, but by thofe, who are 
not well acquainted with their Opinion : 
“ For they do not admit an Inclufion of the 
“* Body of Chrift in the Bread, nor any Uni- 

on between both, but only a Concomi- 
tancy, whereby thofe Two Subftances are 
received at the fame time”. Such is the 
Opinion of the Lutherans concerning the 
Eucharift, according to Mr. Letbmitz ; and it 
does not appear that any Lutheran Divine has 
accufed him of mifreprefenting the Do@trine 
of the Lutheran Churches. I add, that a 
Letter of Mr. Leibuitz was read to me about 
aQuarter of a Year ago, wherein he con- 
_ what is faid in the Paflage above quo- 
tea. 

I hope the Readers will not think, that I 
have been too long in my Account of Phi- 


“6 
4 
sé 





* Pag. 25. 


FrepruaRy 


every Year; only fometimes he delayed 
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lecleutherus’s Book, fince that Book contains 
XXXIIL. Seétions, and I have ouly taken 
Notice of Four. The Author thews what 
Sort of Honour the Egyptians paid to fevera] 
Animals. He vindicates fome of the An. 
cient Fathers, who believed that the Divine 
Effence was Matter, or Body. He denies 
what is aflerted in the Difcourfe of Free-Think. 
ing, that, according to the Heathens, the 
Gods came down to cat upon Earth , and makes 
curious Obfervations upon it. He admira- 
bly explains thefe Verfes of Virgil, 


Felix, qui potuit rerum cognofcere eaufas, 
Atque metus omnes, OG inexorabile fatum 
Subjecit pedibus, ftrepitumaue Acherontis avar;. 


He proves, that the Generality of the Pagan: 
believed Eternal Torments after this Life. He 
gives an Account of the Chronicle of the Sa. 
maritans, which is lodged in the publick 
Library at Leyden, Oc. IE this Book had 
been printed beyond Sea, I would take par. 
ticular Notice of all chofe valuable Remarks ; 


but I muft leave fomething to the Reader's 
Curiofity. 





Il. 


A FURTHER ACCOUNT of Mr. 
SURENHUSIUS’s TREATISE , 
wherein the Paffages of the Old Tefa- 
ment, quoted in the New, are vin- 
dicated and reconciled, according to the 
Forms of quoting, and the jeverai 
Ways of interpreting the Scripture, 
nfed by the Ancient Hebrew Theolo- 


gers, 


R. Surenbufus’s Preface is fo inftructive, 

VI and fo well adapted to the Defign of 
his Work, that I fhould have been guilty of 
a great Negligence , had I not given a large 
Account of it, as I have done above, pag: 7. 
& fey. This Volume confifts of Five Books, 


the laft of which is the Jargeft and the mot 
confiderable, 


J. The 
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1. The Firft entituled, De Formulis, qui- 
bus prifer Hebraorum Theologi facras Scripturas 
allegare, elucidare, Cy conciliare foliti fuernnt, 
contains LIX. Thefes, wherein the Author 
mentions all the Forms of quoting the Scri- 
pture, ufed by the Ancient Jews, and com. 
pares them with thofe of the Sacred Wri. 
rers of the New Teftament. 


Il. The Second Book is entituled, De 
Modis fecundum quos prifci Hebreorum Theologi 
acras {cripturas allegarunt © expofuecrunt. It 


contains XX, Thefes. 


Ill. The Title of the Third Book runs 
thus: De Modis © Formulis quibus prifci Hee 
braorum Dottores facras Scripturas inter pretari, 
slluftrare, @ conciliare foliti fuerunt. Ic is di- 
vided in XXV. Thefes. 


IV, Mr. Surenbufivs fhews in the Fourth 
Book, how the Ancient Hebrews explained 
Genealogies. De Modu explicandi Genealogias, 
fecundum veterum Hebraorum Hypotheses. 


The Readers are doubtlefs fenfible, that T 
cannot enlarge upon thefe Four Books,with. 
out running Into too greata length. I have 
given a general Notion of them in the firft 
Extra&t: That Notion will be fufficient to 
excite the Curiofity of thofe, who have not 
feen this Work; and it may fatisfy thofe, 
who do not defire to read it, IF proceed 
therefore to the Fifth Baok. 


V. Inthis Book the Author undertakes to 
vindicate and reconcile the Two Genealo- 
gies of Chrift, and all the Quotations out of 
the Old Teftament to. be found in the New. 
I fhall confine my felf to fame of thofe 
Citations, and fhew how they are reconciled 
by Mr. Sdvenhufius, 1 muft fuppofe all along 
that the Readers will remember what I have 
faid in the firft Excract. 


Matth. If. 3. When Herod the King had beard 
thefe things, be was troubled, and all Jerufalem 


with him, 
Vv. 4. dnd when he had gathered all the chicf 
Prices and Scribes of the People together, be de- 
manded of thom where Chrift fhould be born. 
V.5. And they faid unto him in Bethlepem of 
Judea : for thus it 1 written by the Prophet ; 


%G. And thou Bethichem inthe Land of Ju- 
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da, art not the leaft among the Princes of Juda: - 
for out of thee fha'l come a Governour, that fhall 
rule my People Ifrael. 

The Paffage, contained in the laft Verfe, 


_ is taken from Micah V. 2. 


1. Mr, Surenbufius enquires why the Form 
of quoting, prefixed to that Paflage, is ex- 
prefled in thefe Words, For thus it is written 
by the Prophet ; and why it is different from 
this, thar it might be fulfilled which was {poken . 
by the Prophets , to be found in this and the 
foregoing Chapters. In Anfwer to this 
Queftion he obferves, that*we ought to di- 
ftinguith a Form of quoting attended with the 
very Words of the Prophet, from that 
whereby the Words of the Prophet are il- 
luftrated, and explained in other Words. 
The Priefts being to inform Herod, where 
the Meffias fhould be born, tell him it fhould 
be in Bethlehem, as it appeared from the very 
Words of the Prophet, without the Help ot 
any Expofition grounded upon Tradition. 
Which is the Reafon why they told the King, 
For thus st is written by the Prophet. 


2. Here follows the Difference between» 
the Hebrew Text, and St. Matthew's Quotati-. 
on. 1. In the Hebrew ’tis Thow Bethlebem E- 
pratah: In the Greek of the Evangelift, Thon 
Bethlehem, Land of Juda, or, in the Land of 
juda. 2. In the Hebrew we resd, Thom art 
the leaft among the thoufands of Juda: In the 
Greek, Thou art not the leaf? among the Princes 
of Juda. 3. In the Hebrew there is, Ons of 
thee fhall he come forth unto me, that is to be 
Ruler in Ifvael: In the Greck of St, Matthew , 
For out of thee {ball come a Governonr, that fhail. 
rule(woisayit) my People Ifracl. 4. The E- 
vangelift has lefc out the Jaft Words of Mi- 
cab, Whofe goings forth are of old, from ever-- 
lafting. 


3. To give an Account of thofe Variati- 
ons, the Author obferves, Firft, That Sr. 
Matthew renders the Words of the.Propher , 
But thou Bethlchem Ephratah, by thele, And 
then Bethlehem inthe Land of Juda, to diltin-- 
guifh that Town from another, which was- 
alfo called Bethlehem, ( as we read im the | 
Book of jofiua XIX. 15.) and which flood: 
in the Tribe of Zabulon; whereas the other. 
ftood in the Tribe of Juda. This Town, 
in the Time of the Prophet Micah, andiong- 
before, went not only by the Name of. Her}. 
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leinm, but alfo of Ephrata, as it appears 
from the XXXVcth Chapter of Genefis, where 
ic is faid that Rachel was buried in the way to 
Eobrath, which is Bethlehem. The Author 
adds that the Words, i# the Laxd of Juda, 
have been added to Bethlehem, according to 
the Merhod of the Ancient Jews, which 
they call ampliorem enucleationem. 


4. Mr. Surenkufius proceeds to reconcile 
the Second Variation. There is in the He- 
brew, Thou art the leaf? among the thoufands 
Cities) of Judah: Bar we read in St. Mat- 
thew, Thou art not the leaft_among the Princes 
of Juda. Theré feems to be a ContradiGion 
between the Prophet and che Evangelift. 
Mr. Surenhufius refolves the Difficulry in the 
following Mazner. He oblerves, in the firft 
place, that the Prophet introduces Beth/ehem 
complaining of its Smallnefs among the 
other Towns of Judea; and that this may 
be the Senfe of his Anfwer to that Com- 
plaint. “* ’Tis true, Be hlemites, that your 
“ Town is very fmall, if compared with 
“ the other Towns of Juda; but norwith- 
‘* franding its Smaiinets, there will be a 
Time when it will be highly celebrated ; 
whereas the other Towns, though never 
fo large, will be quite forgotten: For out 
of Bethlehem fhall come forth the Ruler of 
“* tracl, Orc. Secondly, Mr. Surenbufius ob- 
ferves, that the Words of the Prophet may 
be read by way of Interrogation, and un- 
derftood thus : Tu vero Bethlehem Ephrata, an 
parva res tibi videtur ut recen{caris inter reli- 
quas Jude civitates? Which agrees with Sc. 
Matthew’s Tracflation, Thou art not the leaft 
among the Princes of Juda. The Author con- 
firms this Second Explication of the Words 
of the Prophet by feveral Paffages, which 
the Readers may fee in his Book. 


s. The next Variation liesin this: Where- 
as the Prophet fays Among the thoufands of Fu- 


da, the Evangelilt fays mong the Princes of 


Juda. Mr. enn refolves this Difficul- 
ty by obferving, that Sc. Matthew made Ufe 
of an Hebrew Word, which fignifies Princes, 
inftead of the Hebrew Word which fignifies 
Thoufands , the better to exprefs the Senfe of rhe 
Prophet, as it was practifed by the Ancient 
Jews ; for which he refers the Reader to his 
XIch Thefis, De Modis interpretanas Scripturas 
jasras, 
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6. Whereas the Prophet Micah fays, Oug 
of thee fha!l he come forth unto me , that is tp be 
Ruler in Ifracl; we read in Sr. Matthew's 
Gofpel , For cut of thee fhall come a Governoup 
that fhall rule (wotuever) my People Ifraci Our 
Author obferves upon thefe Words, fra 
That the Evangelift tupplies the Particle fy, 
which is not in the Hedrew. Secondly chat 
in order to fhew that the Meffias was nor ry 
be a Temporal! Prince, but a Spiritual ove 
whole Office thould confitt in feeding the 
People of Ifrael, as a Shepherd feeds his 
Flock, St. Matthew has elegantly exprefled 
the Senfe of the Hebrew Texe by thele 
Words , 0916 Momaver * Aaty fos & "Toca, 
For, fays Mr Surenhufius, when the Words 
of the Original Text are fhorter than the 
Senfe, or when the Senfe is more copious, 
than it appears to be from the Words ; then 
the Ancient Hebrew Doétors do nor ute co 
quote the very Words, but o:ly to exprets 
the Senfe, as one may fee by che Thetis 
above-mentioned. Befides, the Hebrew The. 
ologers afirmed,that in the time of the Mef- 
fias fome Paflages of Scripture fhould be 
tranfpofed , and fome Words altered: And 
therefore it can be no wonder, according to 
the Jews, thae the Evangelifts and Apoitles 
fhould have exprefled in the Days of the 
Meffias, by the DireStion of the Holy Spi- 
rit, the Words of the Old Teftament, other. 
wife than they are in the Original. The 
Author refers us to the IlId Thefs , De Modis 
interpretanai Scripturas [acras. 


7, Lafily, "Tis to be obferved that St. 
Marthew has lefe out the laft Words of Mi- 
cah, Whofe goings forth are of old, from evere 
lafting. The Reafon of this Omiffion is, 
becaufe thofe Words were not to the Pur- 
pofe ; for Hercd enquired only of the Priefts 
and Scribes where the Meffias was to be 
born, without asking any Queftion about 
his Original. It had been therefore an im- 
proper thing for the Scribes and Priefts to 
add che laft Words of the Prophet, fince 
they had no Affinity with Herod’s Queftion. 
Thus the Hebrew Doors are ufed to quote 
only thofe Words, that are to the Purpofe, 
as it appears from all their Books ; for which 


the Author refers the Reader to one of his 
Thefes. 


After 
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After thefe Obfervations, Mr. Surenbufias 
fays that he has clearly explained and recon- 
ciled this Paflage, which has fo much exer- 
cifed the Ancient and Modern Commenta- 
rors. ** Atgue hoc pacto ( fays ke) Micham 
“ cum Mattheo fecundum veterum Hebre- 


_— 
‘Eyargeliftam noftrum perfide tracileri- 
Wal 


“vimus. Hicce enim lotus tam veteres 
‘ quain hodiernos Theologos adeo vexavic , 
‘ur ad defperationem redatti, Judzorum 
“© Pharifeos & Scribas perverfe traatlatio- 
‘ nig accufarint, ut Matcheum ab omni er- 
“ rore liberarent ”. 


St. Jerome, whom our Author calls wirum 
i Hebraicis doGifimum, found it fo difficule 
ro reconcile this Quotation,that be knew not 
how to extricate himfeJf out of it, as one 
mav fee fiom the following Words: “* Quod 
‘teflimonium, fays that Father , nec He- 
‘« braico, nec LXX. Interpretihus conveni- 
‘re, me gquogue tacente , perfpicuum eft: 
‘* Ec arbicror Mattheum volentem arguere 
“ Scribarum & Sacerdotum erga divine 
‘ Scripture le&tionem, negligentiam, fic 
‘ etiam pofuiffe ut ab eis dictum eft. . Sunt 
 sutem qui aflerunt in omnibus pene tefti- 
“ moniis que de Veteri Teftaménto fumun- 
“tur, iftiufmodi inefle errorem, uf aut 
“ ordo mutetur, aut verba, & interdum quo 
‘ que ipfe fenfus fic diverfus, vel ab Apotto.- 
“ Jis, vel ab Evangeliftis, non ex libro car- 
‘ pentibus teftimonia, fed memoriz creden- 
“ tibus, que nonaunquam fallictur, 


Mr. Surenhufius makes feveralOblervations 
upon this curious Paflage, that are worth 
reading ; and maintains, among other things, 
that whenever the Tranflation of the LXX. 
appears in any Quotation of che Evangelitts 
and Apoftles, it is only by Chance, and that 
thofe holy Men never defigned-to make ufe 
of that Verfion, in quoting the Paflages of 
the Old Teftament. In s word, they on- 
ly followed the Method and Pra&tice of the 
Jewifh Doors in their own time. 


Matt. XL. 14. And if you will receiveit, this 
s Elias that was for to come. 
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When Chrift appeared in the World, fays 
Mr Surenbuffus, there was a current Tradition 
among the Jews, importing that Elias fhould 
come before the Meflias; and becaufe he 
was not come, they could not believe thar 
Jefus was the Meffias whom they expected. 
Jefus knowing this, told them , And if you 
will reserveit, this is Elias , that was for to 
come : Which is the fame as if he had faid, 
I know there isan Ancient Tradition among 
you, that Elias isto come before the Meffias. 
It is fo: Elras fhall come; nay, he is already 
come: But ic is nor the fame Elias, who 
lived emong your Forefathers feveral hun- 
died Years aco. You are miftaken about 
his Name and his Perfon : ‘is John the Bap- 
tiff, who is called Elias , as having the Vir 
tues of that Prophet. Por as E/ias did ftri&- 
ly perform the Commands of God , and fe- 
verely ieprove the Jf aclites ; you may ob- 
ferve the fame in Jebnw, and be convinced 
that the Name of Elias may be applied to 
him. Thus che Angel told Zacharias , that 
John fhould go before the Meflias in the Spi- 
rit and Power of Elias, Luke I. 17. 


To confirm this Explication, the Author 
refers the Reader to the XVeh Thefis, de Mo- 
dis interpretandi facras Scripturas , where he 
fhews that by the proper Names mentioned 
inthe Talmud, the Jews did not mean thole 
very Perfons that are fo named, but thofe 
who are Ike them in their Works. Thus 
in Sanhed. Cap. {1 it is faid Hyperbolically, 
that the prefent World , and the*World to 
come, have been created for two Men, viz. 
King Abeb, and Chaninas the Son of Dofa. 
By whom the Jewifh Dodttors mean fuch 
Men as are like chem in their Works ; for, 
fay they., he who is like King Abad, thall 
enjoy this World ; and he, who is like Cha. 
ninas, thali enjoy the World to come. Ina 
like manner the Jewifh Do&tors teach in Be- 
rachot, Fol.61. Col 2. That the Perfon of 
Elias is not meant by Elias thatis to come ; 
but another Man like him in his A&ions: 
Which perfe&ly agrees with the Doétrine of 
the Gofpel, and is fufficient to convince the 
Jews. 


Many Jews, in the time of our Saviour, 
did doubrlefs underftand the coming of Eli« 
as in the Senfe above-mentioned ; and wren 
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Fore what Chrift faid upon this Head , was 
not inconfiftent wich their Notions. 


Jude v. 8. Likewife alfo thefe filthy Dream- 
evs defile the Flefh, de{pife Dominions, and {peak 
evil of Dignities. 


9 Yet Michael the Archangel,when contending 
with the Devil, be difputed about the Body of 
ap fcs, durft not bring againft him a railing Ac- 
cufation, but Jaid, The Lord rebuke thee. 


The ‘ews ufed to alledge the Traditions 
of their Fathers , as well as the Old Tefta- 
ment Mr. Surenhufius fhews it at large in 
the XXXVIMIth Thefis, de Formulis allegand:. 
L with I could infert here that Thefis, whic 
is one of the moft curious Parts of this 
Work. Our Author informs us that the 
Ancient Jewifh Writers mention the Quar- 
rel of Michael withthe Devil. He tells us 
in the firft Place a long Story , whereby it 
appears that the Devil did horribly inveigh 
againft Mofis before the Throne of God, and 
reprefented him as the moft ungrateful of all 
Men. I fhall not fer down that Story, be- 
caule it does not concern the Body of Mo. 


jes. 


What follows will give a great Light to 
the Paflage of Se. ude concerning the Strug- 
gle of Michael the Archangel with the Devil. 
It is recorded im Jatkut, pag 3180. col. 1, 
“ That when the Lord faid to Mofes ,. go up 
“ tg che Mountain, and die there , the /a- 
“ gel of Death came (that 1s Sammacl, the 
‘* Devil) in Hopes that Mofes would be de- 
“ Yvered upto him. But affoon as Mofes 
“ faw him, he named the Name of Fehovah, 
“and frighted him away. Our Author 
fays, that rhe Words fpoken by Mofes, upon 
that Occafion, werethele , The Lord rebuke 
thee, 


Mr. Surenhuffus gives usa larget Account 
of the Quarrel between Michael and the De. 
vil, out of the Book juft now mentioned, 
pag 404. 604, 2, 


‘ Sammael, the Chief of all the Devils, 
waited every May for the Death of Mofes 
“ and fad, When will that Momenr be 
“ when Mofs fhall die , that I may come 
“ down,, and take away his Soul ( as David 
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“ fays, Pfal. XXXVII. 32. The Wicked Watch 

© eth the Righteous , and fecketh te flay him) 

“ Among all the Devils , none are {0 im ‘a 
ous as Sammael ; and among al! the Pro. 


phets none are fo righteous as M 
“ isfaid (Dent. XXXIV. 10.) 4nd ye wie 


se 


cs 


«sé 


ere arofe 
not a Prophet fince in Ifrael like unto Mofes 
But to whom may this Parable be appli. 
ed ? Toa Man invited to a wedding Sup. 
per, who often fays to himfelf, when 
will the Time come that I fhall be mer. 
ry? Thus che impious Sammacl watched 
“ che Death of Mofes, and faid , When wi] 
the time come that Michae/ thal] weep 
and I fhall laugh heartily ?.But Michs;) 
anfwered him, O chou impious Creature 
fhall I weep ? and fhalt thou laugh ? Reo 
jorce not againft me, O mine Enemy! When r 
‘* fall, I foall arife: When I fit in Darknefs, the 
Lord fhall be a Light unto me,( Mich. VII, 8.) 
"Tis true, I am. fallen by the Death of 
Mofes ; bue I am up again by the Admi. 
miniftration of Jofbua, after he has de. 
feated thirty one Kings. When the fi; 
and the fecond Temple are deftroyed, § 
fhall fie in Darknefs ; but in the Days of 
“ the Metlias the Lord will be a Light unto. 


’ 


“-me”’, 


Thus, fays Mr. Swrenhufius, Thave fhews 
ed chat St. Jude took from the Jewifh Tradi« 
tion what he tays concerning the Struggle of 
Michael and the Devil about the Body of 
Mofes. He adds that Michael was contented 
with this modeft Anfwer to the Devil , The 
Lord rebuke thee ; and concludes with thefe 
Words : “Since therefore Michael the Arch- 
*- angel, though greater and more juft chan. 
‘* the Devil Sammael, did not {peak ill of 
‘him ; much lefs ought Men to {peak il) of 
the Magiftrates- appoinred by God , tho 
“ they fhould be guilty of fome Miftakes. 
“* And fince ‘tis plain. the Story concerning 
the Quarrel between Afichael and Satan. 
was very well known tothe Jews in the 
‘* Time of Se. jude, that Apoftle might: 
“ very teil them,.as he does in the Fifth 
“ Verle , L will therefore put you in Rememe- 
“ byance””. ' 


This: Work is enexcellentPerformance. F 
would have given 4 larger Account of it in 
thefe Memoirs, had it not been for Phileleuthe- 
rus § Book, 
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HAMBURG. 


R. Fabricius is about a new Edicion of 
Sexius Empiriew : He has confulted 
Two excellent Manufcripts , that have been 
communicated tohim. Befides, the Learn- 
ed Dr. Huadfon has procured him the various ~ 
Readings of a Manufcripe lodged in the 
Bodleian Library, 

{ 1 foal cccafionally obferve , that there u an 
Excellent Manufcript of Sextus Empiricus in 
the Library of His Royal Highnefs the Duke of 
Savoy. There is alfo a Manufcript of Dion 
Caflius in the fame’ Library.| 

Dr. Fabricius has newly put out a Menologi- 
um, wherein he gives an Account of , and 
compares together , the Months of near a 
hundred Nations. He has added to thatWork 
a Poemof Mesritins Senonenfis, never before 
printed, containing a Defcription of the 
Ceremonies of the Mafs, as they were pra- 
éticed Five hundred Years ago. 

The fame Author has begun to print the 
Codsx Apocryphus Veteris Teftamenti , and the 
Bibliographia Antiquaria , or an Account of 
the Writers of Hebrew, Greek, Roman, and 
Chriftian Antiquities. 


WITTEMBERG. 


HE A&a Literaria of M Schurtzfer{ch, 
wherein he gives his Judgment about 
che beft Authors, is attually in the Prefs. 
M. Wolfius is printing Feffelii Adverfaria 
with Notes. 


LEIPSIC Ke 


ME: Walchius has given us a new Edition 


of Velleius Paterculas, illuftrated with 
a Commentary. 


Velleiv Paterculi qua fuperfunt. Fo. Georgi 
us Walchius recen{uit, commentariis atque Indie 
cious illuftravit. Lipfla, 1712, im 12. 


The Editor has prefixed to this Edition 
the Annales Velleiani of Mr. Dodwe'l | He 
follows, generally {peaking , the Text of 
Nicolas Heinfius, and explains in his Notes e- 
very thing, that wants to beilluftrated with 
Obtfervations grounded upon Hiiiory and 
Antiquities. 


FEN A. 


R. Schmidt has publifhed the Life of 
4 Cafpar Sagitterias in Svo, 


HELMS-TAD. 


M Rithmeier and M. Hardt have writ 
* fharp Books one againft another about 
the true Senfe of the Ift Pfa/m; bur, as f 


hear, they have been filenced by the Su- 
preme Powers. 


GIJESSEN. 


R. Maius will fhortly put out the Se- 
cond Part of his Oeconomia Fudiciorum 
divinorum ufque ad nofira tempora dedula, In 


4a. 


R. Turretin, Profeflor of Divinity and 
Ecclefjaftical Hiftory, has publifh’d 
feveral Theological Thefes, wherein he ve. 
ry much approves the Doétrine and the 
Principles of Mr. Lebnitz in his Ef/ay con- 
cerning the Goodnefs of God, the Free-Will of 
Man, and the Origin of Evil. 


STEN 4A, 


S O ME fufpe& chat Mr. Bemvoglienti, a 
Learned Gentleman of this City, is the 
Author of the Manufcript Differtation ¢ , 





$ 4n Account of that Differtation may be 
Seen in the Aft Volume of thefe Memoirs, 
pag. 329. & feq. 


written 
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written in Italian, concerning Pope Joan, and 
the temporal Dominion of the Popes, occafioned by 
a Coin of John VUL Tis thovght that 
chough he concealed himfelf under the Name 
of Gilbert Benvenuti, he has been difcoverea. 
However it be, that Gentleman, who isa 
Perfon of Merit and highly efteemed, has 
been apprehended by the iloly Office of the 
Inquifition, 


LYONS. 


HE Illd nnd [Vth Volumes of the Li- 
brary of Preachers % are lately come 
out. 


Bibliotheque des Predicateurs , contenant les 
principaux fujets de la Morale Chretienne mis 
par ordre Alphabetique. Perle R.P de 
la Compaignie de Jefus. Lyons. 1712+ in 4to. 
Vol. LIN, Pagg. 72@. Vol. LV. Pagg. 667. 





PARIS. 


T HITE Abbot dé Choify has publithed the 
Vith Volume of his Ecclefiaftical Hi- 
ftory from the Year 1100 to the Year 1200, 


Hiftoire de FEglife par M. T Abbé de Choify. 
Tome fixiime , depuis I an tico. jufgu' a P an 
1200, Paris, 1713. in 4t0, Pagg.44°- 


Pua RI S. 
THE Author of a Book entituled , Con- 


fils don x a une jeune perfonne pour fe 
sonduiré dans le commerce du monde, has put 
out a Colle&ion of feveral Thoughts and 
soled Proverbs , with Reflexions upon che 
tter. 


Penfées diverfes G@ Proverbes cheifis. Avec 
des reflexions pour les mieux entendre. Paris, 
IFE2. in 12, Pagg. 306. 


% An Account of the If and Ud Volumes 
may be fecn inthe Ud Volume of thefe Memoirs 
Pag. 255, 
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PLAcR LS, 


j'Ather de Montfaucon is preparing for th 
Prefs, an Account of the Manufer} : 
in the Library of the Jate Chancellor s, 
which now belongs to his Grandfon Ma 
Coftin, Bithop of Mez That Work wil 
be like that of the Famous Lambeciys » but 
more ufeful to the Publick. The Author 
defigns not only to give a Catalogue of the 
Manufciipts, but alfo to publith fome fcarce 
Pieces, ;which he has found in thar rich 
Treafure ; and among others a Fragment of 
Stephanus Byzantinus, never yet printed, and 
a Greck Lexicon, which appears to him abovs 
a Thoufand Years old, and which contains 
feveral Quotations out of Authors, eithes 
unknown, or but imperfe@ly known. 


The fame Author goes on with the Im- 
preflion of Origen’s Hexapla, and is about a 
New Edition of Se. Chryfoftom. 


U'? R EC. T. 


M&s Reland’goes on with the Impreffion 
of his Geographia Sacra. 


LEYDEN. 


US herr 4a has lately publifhed a New E- 
dition of Kippingius’s Antiquitates Ro- 
mane cum notulis anonymi, viz. Mr. Nilant. 


FRANEKER. 


R. Bofs has publifhed a Second Edition 
-& of a Book very ufeful to thofe, who 


apply themfelves ro the Study of the Greek 
Tongue. 


Lamberti Bos Ellipfes Graca, five de Vocitus, 
qua in fermone Greco per Bllipfin fupprimunter. 
Editio fecunda, quibufdam in locis aucta. Frane- 
kere. 4713. in 120. pagg. 347. 
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